Read the Book, Raspberry P ^ 


I'm glad that William Raspberry talked 
with people who read the Rev. Ralph 
Abernathy's book "And the Walls Came 
Tumbling Down" and found it an admiring 
work [op-ed, Oct. 18]. I'm glad that he 
quoted Juan Williams, who said it is a good 
book. But I am outraged that Raspberry 
would rush to print with a “think piece” 
without having read the book himself. 

Raspberry admits to not having read it, 
yet he. is ready to question its “pandering 
to prurient interests.” He has not talked 
with Abernathy (I strongly believe), yet he 

1 suggests inside information when he says 
he “was talked out of it by an editor for 
Harper & Row.” And he claims he knew 
what was going on in my head when he 
♦ states, “No doubt ... the editor knew 
j what Abernathy should have known: that it 
f is the sexual revelations that will sell the 
book.” And I know Raspberry never spoke 
with me. 

Raspberry Is misinformed on a number 
of points — and thus he is misinforming. 
/j^*\bemathy did consider deleting those ref- 
erences. He and I discussed the matter 
\ and came to a mutual decision. Not tp talk 
* about the issue would have been a white- 
J wash; people knew about Martin Luther 
King Jr.’s extramarital affairs before, and 
would have considered it less than honest 
for Abernathy to ignore them. And who 
would you want to place your imperfec- 


tions in perspective — a friend or an ene- 
my? Focus on the three pages if you must; 
Raspberry, but do read them. See how 
“prurient” they and the rest of the book 
are. 

As for Raspberry’s seeing into my mind: 
he's entirely wrong. At all points, Harper’s 
positioned this book as an important con- 
tribution to civil rights history, not as a 


U 


salacious tell-all. In none of our pre- or 
post-publication publicity have we high- 
lighted the sex. Indeed, none of the early 
reviewers (for the media or in the civil 
rights movement) picked up on the sup- 
posed scandal included in the book. Only 
when Abernathy’s accusers held a press 
conference, attempting to bury the book 
and denigrate the Reverend, that the “rev- 
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elations” became front-page news. This is 
only one of the many ironies surrounding 
the furor of this book. Another is that 
while Harper is benefiting from all the 
publicity, Abernathy is suffering at the 
maliciousness of his attackers— something 
we are very saddened by. 

It is clear that most who have at- 
tacked Abernathy, and spread lies about 
him, have not read the book. I am 
disappointed in the press for its early 
picking up of the accusations without 
checking their veracity. I am doubly 
disappointed in The Post and in Rasp- 
berry for doing the same, at a date 
when other papers had already started 
to put the larger question in’ focus, and 
whose writers had read the book. 

By the time Raspberry’s article came 
out, 4 parl Caldwell of The New York 
Daily News had written two pieces. The 
first was also a report on the controver- 
sy and an attack on Abernathy’s mo- 
tives; it came before Caldwell read the 
book. The second came after he read it. 
While he still had a few reservations, his 
comments were far more favorable. 

I, think Raspberry owes readers a 
fairer article. And he owes it to himself 
to read the book. 

— Daniel Dial 

The writer is an editor 
at Harper & Row. 
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